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ven<ral: in g-n ral, stvl« is good, t-rs<= and clear. 

*’orn is rood and except for minor question of 
order of one or two items. 

Questions that aris-s 

(In vie; of all testimony kno'Ti to r-ad-'r which 
might produce varying theories.) 



r a£e -1- lin- 5. "^e brou-ht the rifle into the 
Uerositcr- building. 

T^ij statement is perhaps too strong in view of 
conflicting teatinon:* r.f r ! ---zir s on siz* of bu idle 
and fact u £'.v. Id is suppos d to have ca -ried it 
betw* n {iis palm and arm-pit." It roul'T be sou d • r 
to s y, all evidince indicates, " or eoie thin_ of 
that sort. This whole issue needs a little mere 
discussion and evaluation on the r-cord bw 
corr ission members cons lting with staff everts. 

Just how this should be said is a question. hs 
the testimony in the record now reads, this would 
be a statement which would prcbablr be attacked bv 
critics of th« comrilssion. 

t ge -5- line 13. Tii*»re has hen so much discussion 
about who mou ted the telescpoic sight that proof 
the gun w ..s shipped with sight mounted, raises a 
question (again som-whing commission critics *.•111 
pt*ab onto.) h^rina testifies she did not e "e a slrht 
on the gun but a dm;' ts she night have missed s«»lnr w it. 
Th-refor*, this is a print th ;t should be discussed 
br staff and com-des ion to decide cn th'* wav to handle 
it. lg it possible or practical I*e- might h -ve easily 
r'-mov d the sight at some time rii^n •*— ^rina sa*** it? 

•ihzt are th* post iblliti^s? 




rag' 4 -7 line 1 and 2. In vie of marina’s second apue ran 
and testimony th .t sh ff sign' d a menbe.-ship c?. d, this 
s-ntence should probably be changed. 

lags -S- V-— tain critics of she inv* stig-ition clalayS rifle 
\y a h nuled Caroles ly ;.f t * y its discove .•**■. It- mi ht 
b r 11 t: point, cut that tier- fore, the p lm prin r 
is particularly significant becaui .*■ it was prot-ctec 
fi'Om casual oblit ration cf ctle ■ prints. 



r -*3c 12 top. h\v h fur r or h: s r is n in — :*i)otc about th* 

idrn ificatic of tills photo and su os r c "doctorin' - . " 
This paragraph rill i> at'; a cke.d b- . critics s not 
cl.* r enough. yd 1 i ttl^v-moia.. -could be. said. he:* that 

rif 1^ sh -0 °h J V °f. .“ a . teria i at Oerald R. Ford Library ( 



Corc*nts on jr.- '■ Irlnv.^ *^rort-nhif.e ? o.ice l -’7 
(2 page of r.cn nte.) ' w 



ElJ* bf re 11 in vie.; of 1-ark L^s harrin- on this 
tc cle up the que..tion hr re of an-" doctoring. " 

*&Z* -lc- Line 12, *as it acturll- on & "front r.o-’ch" 
Cl u Q J . he irpctisingV L- ir.-pression fro::i the r'-card' ' 
was that it was a side torch or resr. (*.- page £9p) u ? 71 

V, r ttl . , , I, linf; — -arina frequently saw 

t_ .. in the aarjc,.. Lor can -ou s' - in the da k? L> 

inpresaion wjs th t she 'heard hir:" p rkin t 1 -* bolt etc 
isee p,g e £98 te =t irony) u T71&365 “ 

^age -l^boitorc. l n rgard to the brief accou t of ho- 
ep got the hjh job, it would be re 11 to str se th-.t* 
rMrii-* 11 "' inuicat's this was mere colncid ner total 
coincic-nce. a' h i 2 i s c le r f.or -Fit harrened but th- 
Flo^theoras^s -j- sir to qu- stion this." Our rrcord is 
cl. -r on this but perhaps even in the record ti-is i- not 

5KKSaS?t fnOU “ h - “ h 4 do co^lssl on^l 

tiith"flcoi"o/*h« Ah hL L 5 e " £ £e ° bleC the Of the 

jf 1 5 f *'o e * le purr hypothesis . il- v,.i-v. t h ,_, 
cone it «n 'where* shouldn't this' stateW be ilified? 



thir 7nrrr.c^ d ° n,t thl ? l!: ^' d E iv, ° CUite SC KUCh Ep 

thi. inccnsiEucncy. Ip i s irpertant in a E -ns* b 
be avoided. the r.+-u„,. ... * 1J£ “~ J 



ightin th=- ove all 



, ace to 
bit can't 



be avoided. 0 a the other hank/ JfL 

evi nee prope l-' # the r'razi r f s r- collection of tj* s <ze 
£tj£5 -^'*V- iS f-obaruy not this irq-.crtant. kno- 

its ” s U L . fio ” v f 31 f: oubt the rifl r-s ut t sines arn 
its t..s Lc..» s . - >ve know b* ond a shadow cf a dcubt th ± *t 
wa £ fou.,d on the 6th floor of the bJB --It V^th- 
soe -how an; he roust have carried it there af'Wt in rods. 

i-age -SI- Lin-s 9& 10. 

"It is nr.-; apparent etc." This is a weak nara'-rv-v If 
rSto-t 1 * 1 * 1 .? 1 ? - t v be brou I ht Into this oh se^of'the 
cf’rfhS*' .ySita.Si.S'" «3?crt.4 b- 

%? T i P r™ 

th"e v Vrl T tlrr i^ - n6 - r, ' 3rnt expert (ind-rdent f or. ril) 

-V . mi 



